(VERSUS  REPUBLICAN  PARTY) 

is  3’]  f o n &<: 


The  Supreme  Court 


REVEROY  C.  RANSOM’S 

(Right  ftO  run.  Approved  by  the  Judge) 

Hon.  Mitchell  L.  Erlanger 

PRESIDING 

Four  Days  Trial-Write  Name  on  Ballot^ 


UNITED  CIVIC  LEAGUE,  Inc. 

(A  NON-PARTISAN  ORGANIZATION) 


Vote  for  Reverdy  C.  Ransom  by  writing  his  name  on  your  ballot  March  5 


REVERDY  C.  RANSOM’S  Statement 
before  the  Supreme  Court  on  Friday, 
March  1,  19)8. 

Your  honor,  I wish  to  state  that 
I appreciate  the  spirit  of  fairness 
with  which  the  Court  has  con- 
ducted these  proceedings  through- 
out. On  the  other  hand,  I regret 
that  those  who  have  had  charge  of 
tlie  matter  for  my  interest  have 
come  short  through  reasons  that 
have  been  brought  to  the  surface 
in  the  midst  of  these  investiga- 
tions. 

I do  not  belong  to  myself,  in  the 
things  that  remain.  I do  not  seek 
vengeance  on  anybody,  but  justice; 
and  that  being  true,  I shall  be 
compelled  to  stand  upon  my  de- 
mocratic right  in  the  matter  and 
give  the  more  than  four  thousand 
people — becouse  hundreds  of  these 
petitions  have  been  left  in  Mr. 

Pritchard’s  safe,  and  they  forgot 
and  did  not  file  them,  and  there 
would  have  been  four  thousand, — 
so  that  under  that  condition  of 
affairs  I shall  have  to  permit  those 
who  desire  to  vote  this  candidacy 
according  to  law  the  opportunity 
to  inscribe  their  names  on  the  bal- 
lot on  Election  Day'. 

I thank  you  again. 


The  Supreme  Court,  Hon.  MITCHELL  L. 
ERLANGER,  presiding,  in  reply  to 
Dr.  Ransom. 

The  object  of  the  Primary  Law, 
as  it  was  enacted  a few  years  ago 
by  the  Legislature,  was  to  give 
every  citizen  the  same  legal  chance 
at  the  polls,  and  for  that  reason  it 
permitted  nominations  by  peti- 
tions. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  in  this 
case  the  Court  felt  itself  obliged 
to  strike  out  certain  names  which 
it  appears  were  not  the  result, 
perhap  of  fraud  on  the  election 
law,  but  rather  of  overzealousness 
on  the  part  of  the  friends  of  the 
Doctor;  and  we  acquit  you  all  of 
any  attempt  or  effort  to  infringe  or 
to  violate  the  law. 

I think  you  are  quite  right  in 
standing  upon  your  rights  as  a 
citizen  of  your  standing  in  this 
community.  You  inform  your 
constituency  that  yon  expect  on 
Tuesday  next  to  stand  as  a can- 
didate for  election  for  the  high 
office  of  Congressman  from  your 
Election  Distric,  and  I wish  you 
success. 

Dr.  Ransom:  Thank  you. 


John  A.  Bolles  is  the  Republican  Leader  of  the  26th  Aldermanic  District  who  deliberately  defeated  Jas.  C.  Thomas,  Jr. 
for  Alderman  last  Fall.  VOTE  FOR  REVERDY  C.  RANSOM  by  writing  his  name  on  your  ballot  March  5th 
and  be  sure  to  put  the  X mark  at  the  left  of  his  name. 
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THIS  IS  WHAT 

HAPPENED  WHEN 


Reverdy  C.  Ransom 

AMD 

John  A.  Bolles 

Met  on  the  same  rostrum  at  Corrigan  Hall,  Feb.  21,  '18 

Mr.  Bolles,  Ropj'olican  candidate  for  Congressman  of 
the  21st  Congras  sional  District,  opposed  to  enact- 
ment of  Federal  Law  against  Lynching 


The  Women’s  Suffrage  Party  held  a public  meeting  at  Corrigan’s 
Hall,  West  157th  Street  and  Broadway  on  the  evening  of  February 
2lst,  1918,  at  which  they  invited  all  the  candidates  from  the  21st 
Congressional  District  to  come  and  state  their  views.  All  of  them, 
six  in  number,  were  present  and  responded  Many  questions  were 
put  to  each  candidate  by  persons  in  the  audience. 

In  the  presence  of  five  or  six  hundred  people,  most  of  whom 
were  white,  Dr.  R.  C-  Ransom  put  to  Mr.  Bolles  the  direct  ques- 
tion, “If  elected  to  Congress  would  you  actively  support  a bill  for 
a Federal  law  against  lynching?”  To  this  Mr.  Bolles  replied,  “That 
the  States  had  laws  enough  to  deal  wiih  this  question”.  Dr.  Ran- 
som replied  that  some  of  the  States  fail  to  deal  with  it;  that  we  were 
sending  our  men  across  the  occean  to  fight  against  the  frightfulness 
inaugurated  by  the  Germans,  while  recently  within  the  bounds  of  a 
single  State,  three  human  beings  were  burned  to  death  by  mobs 

Since  these  barbarities  went  on  unchecked,  he  insisted  that  Mr. 
Bolles  should  say  specifically  if  he  would  vote  for  a Federal  law 
against  lynching.  Mr.  Bolles  repiied  that  we  had  laws  enough  to 
deal  with  that  question  and  that  the  insistance  upon  such  a thing 
was  foolishness.  Dr  Ransom  then  asked  him  if  he  would  come  over 
to  the  other  part  of  the  District  in  Harletn  and  repeate  what  he 
had  said.  To  this  Mr.  Bolles  replied  “Yes  why  certainly  I will.” 
This  is  placed  in  evidence  before  the  voters  of  the  21st  Congressioti 
al  District  as  one  of  the  exhibits  of  the  character  and  actitude  of 
the  Republican  candidate  for  Congress  who  is  seeking  our  suffrages 
on  March  5th.  This  same  Bolles  defeated  J.  C.  Thomas  Jr.  for  Alder- 
man last  fall.  !;  ■ ‘ ■ , • . ■ 
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What  sane,  colored  American  would 
vote  for  such  a man? 


